s of Marriage.
inconvenient to live in herds, as it were, and settled down, therefore, in distinct groups with distinct rights. All that we can state of the rise of the idea of proprietary rights is that, with the advance of civilisation, it was found convenient to make a division of property hitherto held in common, be it annually, or after fixed periods, or permanently. And similarly, all we can state of the rise of the marriage institution is that, with the advance of civilisation, women, who were held in common, and regarded merely as property among rude tribes, were divided, for that measure was found consonant with the advanced state of society, and were appropriated by particular families or particular men. This was not a measure brought about in a day, or decided upon by a common council, but was the result of centuries. Ideas slowly changed, and manners with ideas. This change was in some places brought about through the polyandrous system, in others, in other ways. We find the polyandrous system, or traces of the nolyandrous system, -prevailing among some comparatively refined races of men, while among some very rude tribes not the faintest trace of that system can be detected, and there is no reason to imagine that such a system ever existed.
Thus, thon, with the advance of civilisations, tribes which held their women in common found it convenient to split into separate groups, and divide their lands and property and women also; and so the communal system of marriage was abandoned and was slowly modified into modern systems. We are anxious to shew that, in making this statement; we are laying down no new theory, but merely stating one which can be accepted, and has been accepted, by every thinker on this subject. Thus, Sir John Lubbock holds, as we have already seen, that when women, were held in common by tribes, exception was made in the case of captured women, who would be regarded as the exclusive property of the captors; and that in course of time this latter custom superseded the former, and the individual marriage system replaced the system of communal marriages. If we enquire why the one was superseded by the other, Sir John Lubbock answers : Because the individual marriage system was found more convenient, more consonant with the improved state of things of latter days. In other words, he would assign the very reason which we have given. Similarly, McLennan can assign no reason Why the communal system was changed into the polyandrous, and polyandrous into the individual marriage system, save that these successive changes were found more and more consonant with civilised manners and life.
We can therefore accept it as a fact, that the primitive marriage system was comtfmnal, that in which all women and men In a tribe were regarded as equally married to each other, and that